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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

2. Claims 10-11, 14-17, 19, 22-24 and 29-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Troen-Krasnow et al (6,442,250). 

Consider claim 10, Troen-Krasnow et al teach a system comprising: source software for 
accepting an identification of at least one facility and at least one region therein into which audio 
is to be broadcast via a local paging audio system (col. 6 line 65 - col. 7 line 65); 
communications software for establishing communications, via a computer network, with 
destination software for transmitting at least a facility identified, a region identifier, and a 
representation of the audio to be broadcast; and destination software, responsive to a received 
facility identifier and a received region identifier for interacting with a local paging audio system 
to broadcast received audio into the identified facility and region (col. 4 lines 26-36; col. 9 lines 
9-11). 

Consider claim 1 1, Troen-Krasnow et al teach where the source software includes 
graphical user interface software which graphically presents available facilities and regions for 
selection (col. 4 lines 8-25). 
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Consider claim 14, Troen-Krasnow et al teach where the destination software includes 
software to control a local paging system in response to received facility and region identifiers 
(col. 4 lines 26-36; col. 9 lines 9-1 1). 

Consider claim 15, Troen-Krasnow et al teach where the destination software includes 
digital to analog (i.e., data to voice) control software for received audio to be broadcast (col. 6 
lines 23-32). 

Consider claim 16, Troen-Krasnow et al teach where the destination software includes 
status reporting software to communicate, at least intermittently, via the computer network, with 
the source software (col. 6 lines 44-57). 

Consider claim 17, Troen-Krasnow et al teach where the destination software includes 
audio processing software to transmit local audio to the source software, via the computer 
network, for audible presentation local to the source software (col. 8 lines 29-41). 

Consider claim 19, Troen-Krasnow et al teach the system includes at least second 
destination software responsive to a received facility identifier and a received region identifier 
for interacting with a local paging audio system to broadcast received audio into the identified 
facility and region (col. 5 lines 10-15). 

Consider claim 22, Troen-Krasnow et al teach a system comprising: a plurality of spaced 
apart paging interfaces (col. 4 lines 7-49), each interface includes software for specifying at least 
one displaced paging system and at least one zone therein and software enabling one interface to 
assert priority over any of the others (col. 8 line 7 line 51 - col. 8 line 4); software for receiving 
voice input to be transmitted to the at least one Zone (col. 8 lines 23-42). 
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Consider claim 23, Troen-Krasnow et al teach the system includes circuitry to support a 
voice link to receive the voice input (col 8 lines 28-31). 

Consider claim 24, Troen-Krasnow et al teach where the voice link can be, at least in 
part, wireless (col. 4 lines 7-20). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-9,12-13, 25-28 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Troen-Krasnow et al (6,442,250) in view of Kim et al (2004/0170159) and 
further in view of Dorenbosch et al (6,108,544). 

Consider claim 1, Troen-Krasnow et al teach a communications system (Fig. 1) 
comprising: at least one audio input port, the port including; an input audio transducer coupled to 
control circuitry for producing audio in a transmittable format (col. 8 lines 29-37); a database of 
specifiable locations and selectable audio destinations in respective locations (col. 8 lines 43-61); 
the control circuitry and the database are coupled to a bidirectional port for communicating with 
selected locations via a computer network, the control circuitry forwarding location specifying 
and destination selecting information via the port (col. 4 lines 26-36; col. 9 lines 9-11). 

Troen-Krasnow et al did not suggest of producing real-time streaming digitized audio 
signal. However, Kim et al suggested such (see page 1,^7-11). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary at the time the invention 
was made to utilize the teaching of Kim et al into view of Troen-Krasnow et al in order to 
provide information during time-critical situations. 

Troen-Krasnow et al did not suggest of receiving feedback information from at least 
some of the selected locations indicative of operation status of devices at the selected locations. 
However, Dorenbosch et al suggested such (col. 9 lines 14-55). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Dorenbosch et al into view of Troen- 
Krasnow and Kim et al in order to effectively and reliably transmitting messages. 

Consider claim 2, as suggested above, Troen-Krasnow et al teach the system includes a 
graphical user interface, coupled to the control circuitry enabling a user to select at least one 
location and at least one audio destination therein whereat audio from the input port is to be 
presented substantially in real time (col. 4 lines 8-25). 

Consider claim 3, Troen-Krasnow et al teach where the graphical user interface displays a 
plurality of selectable locations and a plurality of selectable destinations within each location 
where audio can be simultaneously presented in real time (col. 7 line 54 - col. 8 line 20). 

Consider claim 4, Troen-Krasnow et al teach where the database includes information 
pertaining to a plurality of selectable locations and a plurality of possible destinations of audio 
associated with respective locations (col. 8 lines 50-56). 

Consider claim 5, Troen-Krasnow et al teach where the database includes information 
pertaining to a plurality of selectable locations and a plurality of possible destinations of audio 
associated with respective locations (col. 6 lines 9-22). 
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Consider claim 6, Troen-Krasnow et al teach the system includes software enabling a 
user to add a location and an associated plurality of destinations (col. 8 lines 5-19). 

Consider claim 7, Troen-Krasnow et al teach the system includes software for 
constructing paging system control commands for transmission to the specified location (col. 4 
line 64 - col. 5 line 9). 

Consider claim 8, Troen-Krasnow et al teach the system includes gateway software for 
receipt of the location specifying and destination specifying information (col. 4 lines 1-6). 

Consider claim 9, as suggested above, Troen-Krasnow et al teach the system includes 
audio signal circuitry, coupled to the gateway software, for producing real-time audio in at least 
one selected zone (col. 3 line 61 - col. 4 line 6). 

Consider claim 12, Troen-Krasnow et al did not clearly suggest where the source 
software includes audio compression software. However, Kim et al suggested such (page 1, 1J 
11). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Kim et al into view of Troen-Krasnow et al in 
order to increase transmission rate. 

Consider claim 13, Troen-Krasnow et al did not clearly suggest where the source 
software includes encryption software. However, Kim et al suggested such (page 3, U 42 and 43). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Kim et al into view of Troen-Krasnow et al in 
order to secure the communications. 

5. Claims 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Troen-Krasnow 
et al (6,442,250) in view of Sachdev (6,574,338). 
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Consider claim 18, Troen-Krasnow et al did not suggest where the destination software 
includes audio related decryption software. However, Sachdev suggested such (col. 7 lines 7-14). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Sachdev into view of Troen-Krasnow et al in 
order to decode secured transmission information. 

Newly added claims 

Newly added claims 25-32 contain similar features discussed above, therefore, the 
rejection will be the same as the above. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed 8/26/2005 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Regarding applicant argument on pages 7-8 that Troen-Krasnow wt al does not disclose a 
system to "control and audio output via local paging audio system" nor "a plurality of spaced 
apart paging interfaces". Accordingly, the examiner respectfully disagrees with applicant 
argument. Troen-Krasnow et al teaches a message broadcast system (i.e., paging system) for 
broadcasting messages to groups of recipients having plurality types of interface devices (see 
Fig. 1, col. 4). This clearly read on applicant limitation as claimed. 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 
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8. Applicants amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

9. Any response to this action should be mailed to: 



Mail Stop (explanation, e.g., Amendment or After-final, etc.) 

Commissioner for Patents 

P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
Facsimile responses should be faxed to: 

(571) 273-8300 
Hand-delivered responses should be brought to: 

Customer Service Window 

Randolph Building 

401 Dulany Street 

Alexandria, VA 22314 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Quoc Tran whose telephone number is (571) 272-7511. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M, T, TH and Friday from 8:00 to 6:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Curtis Kuntz, can be reached on (571) 272-7499. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the Technology Center 2600 whose telephone number is (571) 272-2600. 




